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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 CEQA REQUIREMENTS FOR A FEIR

The City of Rancho Cucamonga (City), in compliance with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
has prepared this Final Environmental Impact Report (FEIR) for the Speedway Commerce Center Project
(Project). The City is required, after completion of a Draft EIR (DEIR), to consult with and obtain comments
from public agencies having jurisdiction by law with respect to the proposed Project, and to provide the
general public with an opportunity to comment on the DEIR. In its role as the Lead Agency the City is also
required to respond to significant environmental issues raised in the review and consultation process. This
FEIR has been prepared to respond to comments received on the DEIR for the Project, which was
circulated for public review from June 29, 2021 through August 12, 2021. Note that comments were also
received after the deadline and those comments are responded to in Section 2.2: General Comments and
Responses.

California Public Resources Code §21091(d) and State CEQA Guidelines §15088 require a lead agency to
evaluate all comments on environmental issues received on the DEIR and prepare written responses for
inclusion in the FEIR. The written response must address any significant environmental issues raised. In
addition, there must be a good faith and reasoned analysis in the written response. However, lead
agencies need only respond to significant environmental issues associated with the project and do not
need to provide all the information requested by commenters, as long as a good-faith effort at full
disclosure is made in the EIR (State CEQA Guidelines §15204, §15088).

State CEQA Guidelines §15204 recommends that commenters provide comments which focus on the
sufficiency of the DEIR in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the environment and ways in
which the significant effects of the project might be avoided or mitigated. State CEQA Guidelines §15204
also notes that commenters should provide an explanation and evidence supporting their comments.
Pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21082.2 and State CEQA Guidelines §15064, an effect shall
not be considered significant in the absence of substantial evidence supporting such a conclusion.

State CEQA Guidelines §15204 is instructive and provides insight into both the obligation of commenting
parties and how the Lead Agency should review and respond to comments. Section 15204 states in part:

“(a) Inreviewing draft EIRs, persons and public agencies should focus on the sufficiency
of the document in identifying and analyzing the possible impacts on the
environment and ways in which the significant effects of the project might be
avoided or mitigated. Comments are most helpful when they suggest additional
specific alternatives or mitigation measures that would provide better ways to
avoid or mitigate the significant environmental effects. At the same time, reviewers
should be aware that the adequacy of an EIR is determined in terms of what is
reasonably feasible, in light of factors such as the magnitude of the project at issue,
the severity of its likely environmental impacts, and the geographic scope of the
project. CEQA does not require a lead agency to conduct every test or perform all
research, study, and experimentation recommended or demanded by
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commenters. When responding to comments, lead agencies need only respond to
significant environmental issues and do not need to provide all information
requested by reviewers, as long as a good-faith effort at full disclosure is made in
the EIR.” [emphasis added]

State CEQA Guidelines §15088 recommends that where a response to comment makes important changes
in the information contained in the text of the DEIR, that the Lead Agency either revise the text of the
DEIR or include marginal notes showing that information. The FEIR for the Project has been prepared in
accordance with CEQA. CEQA Guidelines §15132 indicates that the contents of a FEIR shall consist of:

e “The draft EIR or a revision of the draft;
e Comments and recommendations received on the draft EIR either verbatim or in summary;
e Alist of persons, organizations, and public agencies commenting on the Draft EIR;

e The responses of the Lead Agency to significant environmental points raised in the review and
consultation process; and

e Any other information added by the Lead Agency.”

The City will evaluate comments on environmental issues from persons who reviewed the DEIR and will
prepare a written response, pursuant to CEQA Guidelines §15088(a). Pursuant to CEQA Guidelines
§15088(b), the City will provide written responses to comments to any public agency that commented on
the DEIR, at least ten (10) days prior to the City Council consideration of certifying the EIR as adequate
under CEQA. Written responses to comments will also be provided to non-public agency individuals,
organizations, and entities that commented on the DEIR. In addition, the FEIR will be made available to
the general public at the City’s Planning Department office and on the City’s website a minimum of 10 days
prior to the Planning Commission public hearing.

The FEIR, along with other relevant information and public testimony at the Planning Commission and City
Council’s public hearings, will be considered by the City Council. Next, the Planning Commission would
recommend EIR certification and Project approval to the City Council.

1.2 ORGANIZATION OF THE FEIR
This FEIR document is organized as follows:
Section 1 Introduction - provides a brief introduction to this document.

Section 2 DEIR Comments and Responses — includes all comments received on the DEIR and the
City’s responses to those comments, in accordance with CEQA.

Section 3 DEIR Errata - presents clarifications, amplifications and insignificant modifications to the
EIR, identifying revisions to the text of the document.

Section 4 FEIR Attachments - provides information regarding the distribution of the DEIR.
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1.3 CEQA PROCESS HISTORY

The City has complied with relevant Public Resources Code provisions and CEQA Guidelines regarding the
preparation and processing of the Project EIR. A brief summary of the Project’s CEQA process is as follows:

e A Notice of Preparation (NOP) informing interested parties and agencies of the Project was
distributed on September 3, 2020.

e Written and verbal testimonies were given at a public scoping meeting held for the Project on
September 17, 2020.

o The DEIR was distributed for public review on June 29, 2021. The public review period closed on
August 13, 2021.

1.4 CLARIFICATIONS, AMPLIFICATIONS AND MODIFICATIONS TO THE DEIR

Section 3.0, DEIR Errata, details the changes to the Project DEIR. In response to public comments, text
changes have been made to DEIR sections to clarify and amplify the analysis or mitigation measures, and
to make insignificant modifications to the DEIR. This information does not rise to the level of significant
new information as the resulting impact analysis and alternatives considered remain essentially
unchanged, and no new or more severe impacts have been identified. These changes do not warrant DEIR
recirculation pursuant to California Public Resources Code §21092.1 and CEQA Guidelines §15088.5. As
discussed herein and as elaborated upon in the respective Response to Comments, none of the
clarifications or changes made in the Errata reflect a new significant environmental impact, a “substantial
increase” in the severity of an environmental impact for which mitigation is not proposed, or a new
feasible alternative or mitigation measure that would clearly lessen significant environmental impacts but
is not adopted, nor do the Errata reflect a “fundamentally flawed” or “conclusory” DEIR. In all cases, as
discussed in individual responses to comments and DEIR Errata, these minor clarifications and
modifications do not identify new or substantially more severe environmental impacts that the City has
not committed to mitigate. Here, the public has not been deprived of a meaningful opportunity to
comment upon a substantial adverse environmental effect of the Project or an unadopted feasible Project
alternative or mitigation measure. Instead, the information added supports the existing analysis and
conclusions, and responds to inquiries made from commenters. Therefore, this FEIR is not subject to
recirculation prior to certification.

CEQA Guidelines §15088.5 describes when an EIR requires recirculation prior to certification, stating in
part:

“(a) Alead agency is required to recirculate an EIR when significant new information is
added to the EIR after public notice is given of the availability of the draft EIR for
public review under Section 15087 but before certification. As used in this section,
the term "information" can include changes in the project or environmental setting
as well as additional data or other information. New information added to an EIR is
not "significant" unless the EIR is changed in a way that deprives the public of a
meaningful opportunity to comment upon a substantial adverse environmental
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effect of the project or a feasible way to mitigate or avoid such an effect (including
a feasible project alternative) that the project's proponents have declined to
implement. “Significant new information” requiring recirculation include, for
example, a disclosure showing that:

(1) A new significant environmental impact would result from the project or from
a new mitigation measure proposed to be implemented.

(2)  Asubstantial increase in the severity of an environmental impact would result
unless mitigation measures are adopted that reduce the impact to a level of
insignificance.

(3) A feasible project alternative or mitigation measure considerably different
from others previously analyzed would clearly lessen the environmental
impacts of the project, but the project’s proponents decline to apply it.

(4)  The draft EIR was so fundamentally and basically inadequate and conclusory
in nature that meaningful public review and comment were precluded
(Mountain Lion Coalition v. Fish and Game Com. (1989) 214 Cal.App.3d 1043).

(b)  Recirculation is not required where the new information added to the EIR merely
clarifies or amplifies or makes insignificant modifications in an adequate EIR.”

City of Rancho Cucamonga 1-4 November 2021
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2.0 DEIR COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

In accordance with CEQA Guidelines §15132, the following is a list of persons, organizations, and public
agencies that submitted comments on the DEIR during the public review period. This section includes all
comments received by the City on the DEIR, including written comments, comments submitted online and
through emails sent to the City. The City provided for a 45-day review period of the DEIR as required by
CEQA. The review period ran from June 29, 2021 through August 13, 2021.

2.1 LIST OF DEIR COMMENTS

Comments have been numbered as shown below, with responses to each comment following the
respective comment letter.

Reference Commenter Date

Wildlife Agencies
W-1 California Department of Fish and Wildlife July 20, 2021
Scott Wilson, Environmental Program Manager

State
None

Regional

R-1 South Coast Air Quality Management District August 11, 2021
Lijin Sun, J.D., Program Supervisor, CEQA IGR

Local

L-1 Cucamonga Valley Water District (CVWD) August 11, 2021
Gidti Ludesirishoti, PE

Organizations

| None |

Tribal Comments

| None |

General Public
G-1 Mitchell M. Tsai, Attorney at Law (on behalf of the Southwest August 13, 2021
Regional Council of Carpenters)

Late Comments (received after August 15, 2021)

LATE-1 Southern California Regional Rail Authority (Metrolink) August 18, 2021
Todd Mclintyre, Chief Strategy Officer
LATE-2 Local Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) September 28, 2021
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2.2 GENERAL COMMENTS AND RESPONSES

Comment Letter W-1

Comment Letter W1

| State of California — Natural Resources Agency GAVIN NEWSOM, Governor
i ® DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND WILDLIFE CHARLTON H. BONHAM, Director B0
ﬂ. Inland Deserts Region !
p/ 3602 Inland Empire Boulevard, Suite C-220
Ontario, CA 91764

www.wildlife.ca.gov

July 20, 2021
Sent via email

Sean McPherson

Senior Planner

City of Rancho Cucamonga
10500 Civic Center Drive
Rancho Cucamonga, CA 91701

Subject: Draft Environmental Impact Report
Speedway Commerce Development Project
State Clearinghouse No. 2020090076

Dear Mr. McPherson:

The California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) received a Notice of Availability
of a Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) from City of Rancho Cucamonga (City; a
Lead Agency) for the Speedway Commerce Development Project (Project) pursuant the
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and CEQA Guidelines.!

Thank you for the opportunity to provide comments and recommendations regarding
those activities involved in the Project that may affect California fish and wildlife.
Likewise, we appreciate the opportunity to provide comments regarding those aspects
of the Project that CDFW, by law, may be required to carry out or approve through the
exercise of its own regulatory authority under the Fish and Game Code.

CDFW ROLE

CDFW is California’s Trustee Agency for fish and wildlife resources, and holds those
resources in trust by statute for all the people of the State. (Fish & G. Code, §§ 711.7,
subd. (a) & 1802; Pub. Resources Code, § 21070; CEQA Guidelines § 15386, subd.
(a).) CDFW, in its trustee capacity, has jurisdiction over the conservation, protection,
and management of fish, wildlife, native plants, and habitat necessary for biologically
sustainable populations of those species. (/d., § 1802.) Similarly, for purposes of CEQA, b
CDFW is charged by law to provide, as available, biological expertise during public
agency environmental review efforts, focusing specifically on projects and related
activities that have the potential to adversely affect fish and wildlife resources.

1 CEQA is codified in the California Public Resources Code in section 21000 et seq. The "CEQA
Guidelines” are found in Title 14 of the California Code of Regulations, commencing with section 15000.

Conserving California’s Wildlife Since 1870
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https://wildlife.ca.gov/Conservation/Environmental-Review/CEQA/Fees





























































































































































































https://www.dropbox.com/sh/py8i3sb3fkd1uty/AADSRuPUK0GtTTa7hzIbpKu2a/Speedway%20Commerce%20Center?dl=0&subfolder_nav_tracking=1
https://www.dropbox.com/sh/py8i3sb3fkd1uty/AADSRuPUK0GtTTa7hzIbpKu2a/Speedway%20Commerce%20Center?dl=0&subfolder_nav_tracking=1






https://www.cdph.ca.gov/Programs/CID/DCDC/Pages/COVID-19/Order-of-the-State-Public-Health-Officer-Beyond-Blueprint.aspx
https://www.osha.gov/coronavirus/control-prevention/construction













































https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=f23f04b0f7ac42e987099444b2f46bc2






https://www.cityofrc.us/everything-we-do/general-plan-map
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=87e70bb9b6994559ba7512792588d57a
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/28163/General-Plan-Land-Use-Map---September-10-2019?bidId=
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/30623/Zoning-District-Map
https://regis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=7a1b248dd5fd4bc98bc0f9964a61c755
http://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/LU-Merged-Maps-201027_adopted.pdf









https://regis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=7a1b248dd5fd4bc98bc0f9964a61c755





















https://www.cityofrc.us/everything-we-do/general-plan-map
https://www.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=87e70bb9b6994559ba7512792588d57a
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/28163/General-Plan-Land-Use-Map---September-10-2019?bidId=
https://www.fontana.org/DocumentCenter/View/30623/Zoning-District-Map
https://regis.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=7a1b248dd5fd4bc98bc0f9964a61c755
http://countywideplan.com/wp-content/uploads/2021/01/LU-Merged-Maps-201027_adopted.pdf
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